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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 8/8/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The argument is that the Examiner does not show how one would combine 
Fischer and Takise to arrive at the claimed invention. The Examiner has previous cited 
the Fischer reference has having the capability to use a paper size as one attribute that 
can be determined in various printers, when deciding which printer to use. Fischer 
simply did not go into detail about whether there could be a printer that could handle 
different sizes. The Takise reference was cited to show that a printer that could handle 
different sized papers has been known. Since the Fischer reference teaches how to 
obtain attribute information about each printer, and the Takise reference discloses one 
such printer that has multiple size information, the combination of these references 
would result in an invention that would be able to perform the tasks as the applicant's 
claimed inventions (i.e. being able to query a printer with multiple size papers for the 
type of sizes it can handle and to choose such a printer if it is determined to be the best 
candidate for printing). The Examiner's intention is that the particular type of printer in 
the Takise reference can be added to the Fischer network in order for users to be able 
to print to a printer with more functionality than those in the Fischer network. Thus, the 
Examiner believes that the rejection as previously presented shows enough evidence to 
at least suggest the combination of the two references. The rejection is therefore 
maintained. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

I. Claims 1-5 and 8-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fischer (U.S. Patent No. 6,762,852) in view of Takise (U.S. Patent No. 5,353,222) 

Regarding claims 1, 8 and 10, Fischer discloses an image processing apparatus 
that is connected to a plurality of printers through a network and that transmits a print 
job including image data to any of the printers, the image processing apparatus 
comprising: 

a memory that stores paper sizes available in each printer connected to the 
network such that paper size information is associated to each printer; (Fig. 2) 

The Fischer reference discloses a method of printing a document using the best 
available printer using criteria such as size (column 4, lines 48-56), but not multiple 
image size information. 

Thus, it does not explicitly disclose "an obtaining unit that obtains multiple image 
size information regarding a print job; 
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a comparator that compares all of the image sizes in the print job with the paper 
sizes available in each printer to determine which-single printer is most compatible with 
the entire print job;" 

However, Takise discloses in Fig. 3 various page formats. Column 6, lines 6-14 
discloses the usage of a printer capable of printing multiple sizes. 

Fischer and Takise are combinable because both are in the art of printing a 
document in using an optimal printer. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have used a printing machine like that of Takise in Fischer's 
network to enable users to print jobs with different sized pages. 

The motivation would have been to allow a user more customization when 
printing a particular document. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Fischer and Takise to obtain 
the invention as specified. 

Fischer also discloses a selector that selects a printer to which the print job is 
sent based on the comparison results obtained by the comparator; (Fig. 3, S5, S6, S8) 
and 

a transmitter that transmits the print job to the selected printer selected by the 
selector. (Fig. 3, S9, S10) 
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Regarding claim 2, Fischer discloses wherein the selector selects a printer that 
has all of the paper sizes that match the image sizes. (Fig. 3, S5, S6) Again, from claim 
1 above, the Takise reference addressed the idea of having multiple page sizes in a 
print job. 

Regarding claims 3, 9 and 11, Fischer discloses wherein the selector selects a 
printer that has the most paper sizes that match the image sizes. (Fig. 3, S5, S6, 
column 4, lines 57-60). Again, from claim 1 above, the Takise reference addressed the 
idea of having multiple page sizes in a print job. 

Regarding claim 4, the secondary reference, Takise discloses "where none of the 
printers has all of the paper sizes that match the image sizes, the selector selects a 
printer that has a paper supply device through which paper of additional sizes may be 
inserted in the printer." (column 6, lines 6-34). 

Regarding claim 5, Fischer and Takise suggest "notification means that notifies 
an user of that size of paper that is inserted in the paper supply device when the paper 
supply device is selected.." (Fischer discloses notification means to an user of features 
of printers in S8 of Fig. 3. Takise, as mentioned above, discloses a laser printer 
capable of different printing using different sized papers. Thus, it would have been 
obvious to simply display a notification of paper in a paper supply since that would be a 
feature of the printer of Takise. ) 



Application/Control Number: 09/960,528 
Art Unit: 2625 



Page 6 



Regarding claim 6, the Takise reference suggests "wherein said device has 
notification means that notifies the user of all of the image sizes." ( Fig. 3 discloses the 
format information of each page stored in memory. It would be obvious to one of 
ordinary skill how to display these if it would be helpful to the user) 

II. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fischer 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,762,852) in view of Takise (U.S. Patent No. 5,353,222) and further in 
view of Shima (U.S. Patent No. 6,369,909). 

The Fischer reference discloses a method of printing a document using the best 
available printer using criteria such as size (column 4, lines 48-56), but not multiple 
image size information. 

It does not explicitly disclose "wherein data is communicated between the 
printers in order to store in the memory the information regarding the paper sizes 
available in each printer." 

However, Shima discloses in the abstract that a printer can obtain performance 
attributes of other printers and relay it to a host. Fig. 13 and column 23, lines 58-67 and 
column 14, lines 1-13 discuss these attributes, one of which is paper size. 

All references are combinable because both are in the art of using an optimal 
printer to print a document based upon document attributes. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have enabled printers in Fischer to communicate to each other. 

The motivation would be to reduce the amount of work on a print server if one 
printer were able to gather information about other printers on the network and relay the 
attribute information of all the printers to a print server without necessarily having the 
print server querying all the printers for attribute information. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine all references to obtain the 
invention as specified. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yixing Qin whose telephone number is (571)272-7381 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Twyler Lamb can be reached on (571)272-7406. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



